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AT&T’S RESPONSE TO QWEST’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE 

JUL 2 3 2001 
Commissioner 

MARC SPITZER 
Commissioner 

AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and AT&T Local Services 

on behalf of TCG Phoenix (collectively “AT&T”) hereby submit their Response to 

Qwest’s Motion to Strike Portions of AT&T’s Post Workshop Brief on Loop, Line 

Splitting, NIDs and LNP (“Brief ’). 

On July 12,2001, Qwest filed a motion to strike portions of AT&T’s Brief. 

Specifically Qwest seeks to strike all statements in AT&T’s Brief relating to Loop Issue 

4(b) and those portions of the Brief that relate to direct access to Qwest’s LFACs 

database. 

AT&T opposes Qwest’s motion on several grounds. First, with respect to the 

discussions in the Brief that describe the commitments made by Qwest in Arizona to 

provide access to loops served by IDLC, AT&T’s brief simply memorializes those 

commitments and states that, based upon those commitments, AT&T agreed to close that 



issue. Access to loops served by IDLC is a critical concern for AT&T, and the 

commitments made by Qwest were integral to AT&T’s agreement to close the record on 

that issue. AT&T simply wanted to ensure that the record fully and accurately reflected 

why this issue was closed by AT&T. No new issues or arguments were raised in this 

section by AT&T. Moreover, AT&T has made these same statements in briefs filed in 

the Multistate and Colorado, and Qwest has not moved to strike the same statements from 

those briefs. Accordingly, there is no basis to strike such discussions from the Arizona 

Brief. 

Second, Qwest asserts that all portions of the Brief that discuss direct access to 

Qwest’s LFACs database should be stricken because AT&T failed to raise the issue in the 

Arizona workshop. As Qwest acknowledges, AT&T has raised this issue in every other 

workshop on Loop issues. Thus, to the extent access to LFACs was not raised in 

Arizona, it was due to oversight on the part of AT&T - not because this was not an issue 

of concern in Arizona or because AT&T chose not to do so, as Qwest suggests. 

The access to LFACs issue came up for the first time in the Multistate workshop that 

was held two weeks prior to the Arizona Loops followup workshop. It came up as Qwest and 

the parties engaged in more detailed discussions about Qwest’s Raw Loop Data Tool and the 

CLEC’s view of its limitations. As AT&T has asserted in other jurisdictions, CLECs should 

be provided with direct access to any database, including LFACs, that contains information 

regarding Qwest’s loop plant so that they can determine, among other things, the extent to 

which Qwest has facilities in locations where the CLEC seeks to provision service to 

customers and to determine if those facilities are capable of providing the services the CLEC 
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seeks to provide or the customer is demanding. Such access is also necessary for the CLEC 

to determine whether spare facilities, including “fragments” of loops, can be made available 

by Qwest so that CLECs can “build” a loop using spare feeder and distribution facilities, 

where stand-alone loop facilities don’t otherwise exist. The provision of services in areas 

where Qwest has deployed IDLC demonstrates why access to this information is necessary. 

Access to loop qualification information as part of the pre-ordering hctionality of OS$ is 

required by the FCC. The FCC has not limited that access to databases or systems that are 

available to Qwest’s retail employees. Rather, the FCC has said that RBOCs “must provide 

carriers with the same underlying information that it has in any of its own databases or 

internal records.” The FCC explained that “the relevant inquiry is not whether [the 

RBOC’s] retail arm has access to such underlying information but whether such information 

exists anywhere in [the RBOC’s] back office and can be accessed by any of [the RBOC’s] 

personnel.”2 Moreover, the RBOC “may not ‘filter or digest’ the underlying information and 

may not provide only information that is useful in the provision of a particular type of xDSL 

that [the Rl3OCJ offers.3 

1 

I 
In the Matter of Joint Application by SBC Communications Inc., Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, and 

Southwestern Bell Communications Services, Inc. db/a Southwestern Bell Long Distance for Provision of In- 
Region, InterLATA Services in Kansas and Oklahoma, Memorandum Opinion and Order, CC Docket No. 00- 
217, FCC 01-29,l 121 (released January 22,2001) (“BellSouth Kansas/Oklahoma 271 Order”); In the Matter 
OfAppIication of Verizon New England Inc., Bell Atlantic Communications, Inc. (d/b/a Verizon Long Distance), 
NYNEX Long Distance Company (d/b/a Verizon Enterprise Solutions) And Verizon Global Networks Inc., For 
Authorization to Provide In-Region, InterLATA Services in Massachusetts, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 
CC Docket No. 0 1-8, FCC 0 1 - 130,T 54 (released April 16,200 1) (“Massachusetts Verizon 271 Order”); 
Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Third Report and 
Order, CC Docket No. 96-98, FCC 99-238, ff 427 and 430 (released November 5, 1999). 
2 

3 
Id. 
Id. 
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Because of the timing of these workshop discussions, the LFACs issue was not 

identified as an issue on the Arizona Loops Issues list. AT&T has done its best to 

accommodate Qwest’s desire to complete these workshops in an expeditious manner. 

However, this has resulted in rushing through a multitude of issues in a short period of 

time. It is inevitable that issues may be inadvertently omitted, particularly where the 

issue is not included on the issues list, and where numerous issues were addressed in a 

fairly disjointed fashion, as was the case in the Arizona Loops workshop because of 

parties’ schedules. As a result, AT&T did not realize that this issue was not addressed in 

Arizona. Rather, it was mere oversight on AT&T’s part, as is evidenced by the fact that 

this issue has been raised by AT&T in every Loop workshop held since the Arizona 

followup. In addition, AT&T would note that this is not simply an AT&T issue. Covad 

and WorldCom have both joined AT&T in this request in other Loop workshops. 

It is certainly not AT&T’s intention to deprive Qwest of the opportunity to brief 

this issue. Nor is it AT&T’s intent to delay the process or otherwise prejudice Qwest. 

However, the solution is not to ignore a known issue. The solution is to quickly develop 

an appropriate record and brief the issue and allow the Arizona Commission to address 

this issue before Qwest files its application with the FCC. Because this issue has been 

addressed in every other jurisdiction to date, AT&T recommends that the discussions on 

this issue fiom the Multistate and Colorado be incorporated into the record in Arizona 

and be used for purposes of briefing and resolving this issue, in the same way that the 

Multistate record on Spectrum Management has been incorporated into the record in 
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Arizona.4 This will minimize any delay and will not prejudice Qwest, since Qwest 

participated in both workshops and submitted briefs in both workshops on this issue. 

CONCLUSION 

For all the reasons set forth herein, AT&T urges that the discussion relating to 

access to IDLC not be stricken fiom AT&T’s Brief and that the issue of access to 

Qwest’s LFACs or other appropriate databases be considered in Arizona in the manner 

proposed by AT&T. 

DATED this 20th day of July, 2001. 

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS 
OF THE MOUNTAIN STATES, INC. 
AND AT&T LOCAL SERVICES 

By: 
Mary B. Tribby 
Rebecca B. DeCook 
AT&T Law Department 
1875 Lawrence Street, Suite 1575 
Denver, CO 80202 
(303) 298-6357 

AT&T recommends that both the Multistate and Colorado transcript be incorporated because AT&T 
developed the most complete record on this issue in the Multistate, however, Covad and WorldCom are not 
actively participating in the Multistate. 
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I CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that the original and 10 copies of AT&T and TCG Phoenix’s Response to Qwest’s 
Motion to Strike in Docket No. T-00000A-97-0238 were sent by overnight delivery on July 20, 
2001 to: 

I 
I Arizona Corporation Commission 

~ 1200 West Washington Street 
Docket Control - Utilities Division 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and a true and correct copy was sent by overnight delivery on July 20,2001 to: 

Maureen Scott 
Legal Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Deborah Scott 
Director - Utilities Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Jane Rodda 
Administrative Law Judge 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
400 West Congress 
Tucson, AZ 85701-1347 

Christopher Kernpley 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
Legal Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Mark A. DiNunzio 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and a true and correct copy was sent by U. S. Mail on July 20,2001 to: 

Thomas F. Dixon 
WorldCom, Inc. 
707 - 17* Street, #3900 
Denver, CO 80202 

Douglas Hsiao 
Rhythms Links, Inc. 
9100 E. Mineral Circle 

I Englewood, CO 801 12 

Terry Tan 
WorldCom, Inc. 
201 Spear Street, 9th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 9401 5 

Bradley Carroll 
Cox Arizona Telcom, L.L.C. 
1550 West Deer Valley Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85027 
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Michael M. Grant 
Gallagher and Kennedy 
2575 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225 

Gena Doyscher 
Global Crossing Local Services, Inc. 
1221 Nicollet Mall, Suite 300 
Minneapolis MN 55403 

Traci Kirkpatrick 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP 
1300 S.W. Fifth Avenue 
Portland, OR 97201 

Michael W. Patten 
Roshka Heyman & DeWulf, PLC 
400 North Fifth Street, Suite 1000 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906 

Joyce Hundley 
United States Dept. of Justice 
Antitrust Division 
1401 H Street NW, Suite 8000 
Washington, DC 20530 

Daniel Pozefsky 
Residential Utility Consumer Office 
2828 North Central Ave., #1200 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Mark N. Rogers 
Excel1 Agent Services, L.L.C. 
2175 W. 14th Street 
Tempe, AZ 85281 

Mark P. Trinchero 
Davis Wright Tremaine 
1300 SW Fifth Ave., Suite 2300 
Portland OR 9720 1-5682 

Michael B. Hazzard 
Kelley, Drye & Warren, LLP 
1200 19th Street, NW, Fifth Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

Penny Bewick 
New Edge Networks 
3000 Columbia House Blvd., Suite 106 
Vancouver, WA 98661 

Thomas H. Campbell 
Lewis & Roca LLP 
40 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Karen L. Clauson 
Eschelon Telecom, Inc. 
730 2nd Avenue South, Suite 1200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Joan S. Burke 
Osborn Maledon, P.A. 
2929 N. Central Avenue, 21St Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379 

Darren S. Weingard 
Eric S. Heath 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. 
100 Spear Street, Suite 930 
San Francisco, CA 941 05 

Charles Kallenbach 
American Communications Services, Inc. 
13 1 National Business Parkway 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701 

Alaine Miller 
XO Communications 
500 10Sth Avenue NE, Suite 2200 
Bellevue, WA 98004 

Jeffrey W. Crockett 
Snell & Wilmer, LLP 
One Arizona Center 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-0001 

Todd C. Wiley 
Gallagher & Kennedy, P.A. 
2575 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225 
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Timothy Berg 
Fennemore Craig, P.C. 
3003 North Central Ave., #2600 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

Daniel Waggoner 
Davis Wright Tremaine 
2600 Century Square 
1501 Fourth Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98101-1688 

Raymond S. Heyman 
Randall H. Warner 
Roshka Heyman & DeWulf 
Two Arizona Center 
400 N. Fifth Street, Suite 1000 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Diane Bacon, Legislative Director 
Communications Workers of America 
Arizona State Council 
District 7 AFL-CIO, CLC 
58 18 N. 7th Street, Suite 206 
Phoenix, AZ 85014-581 1 

K. Megan Doberneck 
Covad Communications Company 
7901 Lowry Blvd. 
Denver, CO 80230 

Andrea P. Harris 
Senior Manager, Regulatory 
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
2101 Webster, Suite 1580 
Oakland, CA 946 12 

Andrew Crain 
Qwest Corporation 
1801 California Street, Suite 4900 
Denver, CO 80202 

Janet Livengood 
Regional Vice President 
Z-Tel Communications, Inc. 
601 S. Harbour Island Blvd., Suite 220 
Tampa, FL 33602 

Bill Haas 
Richard Lipman 
McLeodUSA Telecommunications 
Services, Inc. 
6400 C Street SW 
Cedar Rapids, IA 54206-3 177 

Mark Dioguardi 
Tiffany and Bosco, P.A. 
500 Dial Tower 
1850 North Central Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Steven R. Beck 
Qwest Corporation 
1801 California Street, Suite 4900 
Denver, CO 80202 

Brian Thomas 
Vice President - Regulatory 
Time Warner Telecom, Inc. 
520 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 300 
Portland, OR 97204 
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